Urban biodiversity has received very little attention from conservation biologists as compared to natural and protected ecosystems (Jules, 1997; Vandermeer, 1997) . Patvarthan et al. (2000) have identified educational and defense premises as hotspots for urban biodiversity. Although educational premises occupy less than 5% of the total urban area, such areas may harbour up to half the biodiversity of the urban biota (Patvarthan et al., 2000) . The area experiences extreme variations in temperature, which ranges from maximum of 47 0 C in summer to a minimum of 4 0 C in winter. The summer is hot and dry, which is subsequently followed by a humid rainy season. During winter, the temperature falls to 4 0 C. The minimum relative humidity has been recorded during the late winter months and ranges from 6% to 13% and maximum during the monsoon in July and ranges from 95% to 98%.
The distribution and occurrence of avifauna correlate well with the vegetation patterns of the area, which is of great significance. The vegetation found in this area mainly consists of naturally grown trees and shrubs. The study area supports a number of native as well as exotic floral species. The GUC has rich vegetation comprising of 215 species of 171 genera belonging to 63 families (Joshi, 1997) . The GUC also has a very large botanical garden. A large number of tall trees and indigenous fruiting trees occur in this area, which attract many birds (Wadatkar, 2000) . Almost all these plants provide some cover and food for the birds throughout the year. The vegetation is dominated by large trees like Azadirachta indica, Acacia leucophloea, Acacia nilotica, Prosopis cineraria, Caesalpinia pulcherrima, Delonix regia, Cassia fistula, Ficus benghalensis, Ficus religiosa and Ailanthus excelsa (Chavan, 1993) . Checklists of avifauna of the educational premises, cities, states and protected areas of state and country (Rathinasabapathy & Kalairasan, 1992; Kasinathan et al., 1995; Inskipp et al., 1996; Padate & Sapana 1996; Thirumurthi, 1997; Goswami, 1999; Oswin, 1999; Mohan, 2000; Mahabal, 2000; Michael et al., 2000; Palot & Pramod, 2000; Rathore & Sharma, 2000; Sivaperuman & Jayson, 2000; Ramitha & Vijayalaxmi, 2001) have been compiled. The present study is focused not only on preparing the checklist of birds, but also to find out their occurrence, status as well as to create an awareness for their conservation. In addition, the study aims at providing the basic information of the avifauna for further studies related to campus biodiversity. This is the only large green spot in the city, where the birds can get cover. Hence the area should be wisely used without disturbing the activity of the birds and instead encouraging more number of species in the area.
Materials and methods:
The work was carried out for a period of more than a year from July 2002 to August 2003. The birds were observed during the most active period in the day, mornings (0600 to 1000 hours) and late afternoons (1630 to 1900 hours). Sightings were carried out for two days a week during all seasons of the year to encounter maximum birds in an area. Moreover, superficial sighting was carried out everyday at the main spots during the morning and evening hours every day. The identification of birds and their occurrence were noted using a 7×35 binocular. Birds sighted during the study period were categorized according to their status as residents (R) (birds that have been known to breed in the study area itself and encountered during every visit), and local migrants (LM) (birds which were encountered many times during the study period and breeding in surrounding areas). Some birds sighted occasionally during specific season of study period, which are not resident of study area, are included as migrant birds (M). Bird identification followed Ali and Ripley (1983) , Coomber (1991), Ali and Ripley (1996) , Ali (1996) , and Grimmett et al. (1999) .
Based on the frequency of sighting in the field visits, the birds species are categorized as: Abundant (A): Birds sighted throughout the study area in good number during every visit (95% -100% encounter); Common (C): Sighted throughout the study site during most of the visit (60% -95% encounter); Occasional (O): Found in small numbers and with less frequency of sighting (20% -60% encounter); Rare (R): Frequency of sighting and numbers are very low (less than 20% encounters).
Observations:
The GUC supports a good number of avifauna as it has a rich and varied vegetation pattern and possesses small water bodies. The GUC (260acres) A total number of 85 species of birds belonging to 40 families were observed, which is comparable to any small reserve forest. However, the low diversity may be due to constant human activities within and around the study area. Bird diversity in some protected areas in Gujarat indicates the following: Shoolpaneshwar Wildlife Sanctuary -173 species (Desai, 1996) , Vansda National Park -115 species (Singh et al., 2000) , and Ratanmahal Wildlife Sanctuary -147 species (Singh, 2002) . The state of Gujarat hosts 479 bird species and contributes 39% of India's total bird diversity (Singh, 2001) . A bird watcher Mr. P.S. Thakker (GEER foundation) had carried out a field survey of birds of Ahmedabad in 1985 and found 206 birds species.
Among the total bird species observed in GUC, 67 (78.8%) were residents, 14 (16.5%) were local migrants and four (4.7%) were migrants. Forty-three species (50.5%) were abundant, 20 (23.5%) were common, 16 (18.8%) were occasional and six (7.1%) were rare.
The major influencing factor on the composition and distribution of bird species is the direct human intervention. The diversity recorded in such a human impacted area must not mislead one to those of large green parks and reserves in urban areas, as they support high species diversity because these protected urban areas are the habitat fragments of highly diverse ecosystem (Schaefer, 1994) while most of the urban habitats are unable to sustain their own biota and they often get the diversity from surrounding less impacted areas.
There are large number of thorny trees and thickets, which support a good number of avifauna. The study site possesses small water bodies in many numbers resulting mainly due to water overflow from the buildings and rain that supports water birds in the site. It was found that the occurrence of avifauna was significantly varied according to the vegetation patterns and anthropogenic pressure. The study site is rich in avifauna but problems have arisen recently as the habitat of these birds are threatened, due to unplanned activities being carried out in favour of human development, for which the thickets of the area have been cleared. Birds are sensitive to the local landscape and change in vegetation patterns can affect the population of birds in the area (Sauvjot et al., 1998; Savard et al., 1999) . Such a rare green spot should be managed well to attract more bird species and make the premises favourable for various birds. 
